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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's Declaration filed 7/21/2007 with respect to the common assignment of the 
Welsh reference (6,757,691) is sufficient to overcome the 103 rejection mailed 5/17/2007. A new 
Office Action on the merits follows. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-2, 4-13, 15-25, 27-32, 34-37 & 39-45, 47-60, 63, 66, 69, 72, 75, & 78-83 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sitnik, (U.S. Pat # 6,160,570), in 
view of Labeeb, (U.S. PG-PUB 2003/01093792). 
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Considering claim 1, the claimed system comprising 

'a display interface', is met by the digital TV receiver system of Sitnik, (Fig. 2; col. 4, 
lines 35-67; col. 6, lines 22-67). 

'input for receiving multiple viewer commands over a predetermined interval of time, 
each of the multiple of viewer commands being a command to invoke viewing of content at the 
time of entry, wherein content includes TV channel content, web page content, or e-mail 
content', reads on non-volatile storage 22, col. 6, lines 35-67; col. 7, lines 1-55; col. 8, lines 1- 
15, which receives viewer input commands via user interface 29 and stores them, as a user 
profile (Fig. 3; S301, S302). 

'interface for sending the multiple viewer commands received over the predetermined 
interval of time, for analysis, the analysis including determination of viewer preferences for a 
viewer based on the multiple viewer commands', also reads on (Fig. 3; col. 1, lines 55-67; col. 8, 
lines 3-10). 

As for the additionally claimed 'interface for receiving customized EPG data, the 
customized EPG data being determined based on the viewing preferences for the viewer' and 'a 
processor for creating customized EPG display from the received customized EPG data for 
output to the display interface', Sitnik merely discloses that the user viewing preference data 
may be used to select from one or more alternative images, but does not teach that an EPG may 
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also be customized, see col 8, lines 18-30. Nevertheless Labeeb, which is in the same field of 
endeavor, discloses arranging the order of display of the EPG (i.e., 'customized EPG') data 
based on the observed viewing pattern of the user, see Abstract; Para [0049], [0067]-[0071], 
[0076]-[0082]-[0087], [0155], [0214], [0223]. 

Both Sitnik (col. 8, lines 1-20) & Labeeb [0105] disclose that the viewer's history of 
channel selections may take place over a predetermined period of time, which reads on the 
claimed subject matter of, 'sending the multiple viewer commands for analysis'. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made, to modify Sitnik with the feature of customizing an EPG based on viewer's 
preferences as taught by Labeeb, Para [0155] &[0478], at least for the advantage of minimizing 
the time needed by a viewer to access desired content, since the programs that the viewer are 
more likely to prefer are placed higher in the order. 

Considering claims 2, 13 & 37, the claimed 'memory for storing the multiple viewer 
commands 5 is met by memory 22, of Sitnik, col. 6, lines 30-45. Also, see Labeeb [0105]-[0108]. 

Considering claims 4 & 39, see Labeeb Para [2453]; [2468]-2479] which discloses that 
the EPG data is displayed through a channel browser, which meets the claimed subject matter. 
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Considering claims 5-7, 15-17 & 40-42, see Sitnik (col. 6, lies 10-60) & Labeeb [0105]. 

Considering claims 8, 18 & 43, Sitnik teaches that commercials may be the content 
alternatively chosen based on viewing preference data, col. 2, lines 17-26; col. 3, lines 1-6. 

Considering claims 9, 21, 28, 35 & 47, the 'mini-guides' reads on the customized EPG of 
Labeeb. 

Considering claims 10-11, 19-20 & 44-45, Labeeb teaches determining the identity of 
customer based on the selection history, Para [0114] & [0215]. 

Considering claims 12, the claimed elements of a method for displaying customized EPG, 
corresponds with subject matter mentioned above in the rejection of claim 1, and is likewise 
treated. 

Considering claim 22, the claimed elements of a method for creating an EPG, 
corresponds with subject matter mentioned above in the rejection of claim 1, and is likewise 
treated. 

Considering claims 23-25 & 30-32, see Sitnik, col. 7, lines 40-50 & Labeeb [1646]. 



Considering claims 27& 34, see Sitnik, col. 7, lines 41-51 & Labeeb [0105], [0214]. 
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Considering claims 29, 36 & 56, the claimed system or host, corresponds with subject 
matter mentioned above in the rejection of claim 1, and is likewise treated. 

Regarding the first and second processors recited in claim 36, 'the first processor' 
corresponds with the editing module 32 of Sitnik, col. 7, lines 41-67. The claimed 'second 
processor 5 reads on the operation of the module used in Labeeb to select the programs for display 
that are best suited for the profile of the customer, Para [0155] & [1291]. 

Considering claims 48 & 52, the claimed STB reads on the digital TV receiver of Sitnik, 

Fig. 1. 

Considering claims 49-51, 53-55 & 57-59, see Sitnik, col. 4, lines 40-42; col. 6, lines 21- 

45. 

Considering claims 60, 63, 66, 69, 72, 75, 78-83, Sitnik (col. 7, lines 41-55) & Labeeb 
[0105] are directed to monitoring and recording user channel change and channel selection 
information. 
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4. Claims 3, 14, 38, 46, 61, 64, 67, 70, 73 & 76, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Sitnik & Labeeb, further in view of Herz, (U.S. Pat # 5,758,257). 

Considering claims 3, 14, 38 & 46, wherein 'the stored multiple commands are 
periodically accessed by the processor and sent to host for analysis', Sitnik & Labeeb do not 
teach such a feature. Nevertheless Herz, which is in the same field of endeavor, discloses that a 
customer selection history /profile may be stored alternatively at the customer's STB or at a 
headend, in a two-way system, see col. 41, lines 20-60 & col. 42, lines 1-15. It would have been 
obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, to modify Sitnik 
with the feature of transmitting a customer's selection history for storage to a headend, at least 
for the benefit of minimizing memory and processing requirements at the set top box, as taught 
by Herz, col. 41, lines 35-41. 

Considering claims 61, 64, 67, 70, 73 & 76, Sitnik & Labeeb do not discuss monitoring 
the web page selections of a user when developing a user profile. Nevertheless Herz, which is in 
the same field of endeavor, discloses that a customer selection history /profile may alternatively 
include the customer's Internet selections, col. 51, lines 1-35. It would have been obvious for one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, to modify Sitnik with the feature 
of including a customer's Internet selection history, at least for the advantage of including a 
wider range of interaction, so that customized ticker information may be provided to the instant 
customer, as taught by Herz, col. 51, line 22-45, which reduces the customer's searching time. 



Application/Control Number: 09/982,981 
Art Unit: 2623 



Page 8 



5. Claims 62, 65, 68, 71, 74 & 77 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sitnik & Labeeb, further in view of Albal, (U.S. PG-PUB 2004/0153523). 

Considering claims 62, 65, 68, 71, 74 & 77, Sitnik & Labeeb do not discuss monitoring 
the E-mail content of a user when developing a user profile. Nevertheless, Albal discloses that a 
customer selection history /profile may include the customer's e-mail usage history, Fig. 2. In 
particular, Albal teaches that the system may create a record for each of a user's e-mail 
communication, including destination address, attachment record and other parameters, and thus 
meets the claimed subject matter, Para [0018]-[0028]. It would have been obvious for one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, to modify Sitnik with the feature of 
including a customer's E-mail usage history, at least for the desirable benefit a creating a more 
accurate profile of the instant customer, see Albal [0002]-[0004]. It is noted that Albal discloses 
that the invention is applicable to PC systems and TV systems, and is thus compatible with 
Sitnik & Labeeb, Para [0010]. 



Conclusion 



6. 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 



disclosure. 



A) 



Boyer 



Teaches receiving an EPG though a web browser. 



B) 



Haitsuka 



Teaches monitoring Internet/e-mail usage. 



Application/Control Number: 09/982,981 
Art Unit: 2623 



Page 9 



Any response to this action should be mailed to: 



Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
www.uspto.gov 

or faxed to: 

(571) 273-8300, (for formal communications intended for entry) 
Or: 

(571) 273-7290 (for informal or draft communications, please label 
"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT") 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Reuben M. Brown M. Brown whose telephone number is (571) 272-7290. The examiner 
can normally be reached on M-F(8:30-6:00), First Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Christopher Kelley can be reached on (571) 272-7331. The fax phone numbers for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300 for regular communications and After 
Final communications. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained 
from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Reuben M. Brown 




